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REMARKS 

With this Amendment, Claims 1 , 27, and 29 are being amended, and Claim 2 is 
being canceled. Claims 3-4, 31 , 33-34, and 39-43 had been previously canceled. 
Thus, upon entry of this Amendment, Claims 1, 5-30, 32, and 35-38 remain pending 
and under consideration. 

Claim 1 has been amended to recite the invention with greater clarity. In 
particular, Claim 1 has been amended to call for that the fluorescent emission is higher 
in photon energy than the phosphorescent emission, and that the emissive layer has a 
combined emission with CIE coordinates of pure white light. Support for the above 
amendments can be found for example in original Claim 2, and the Specification in 
Paragraph [0009] on page 4, Paragraph [00015] on page 5, Paragraph [00030] on page 
9, and Paragraph [00043] on page 12. Thus, no new matter has been introduced by 
the above amendments to Claim 1. 

Claim 27 has also been amended in a similar manner to Claim 1. Claim 29 has 
been amended to call for that the emissive layer has a combined emission with CIE 
coordinates of pure white light. Support for the amendments to Claims 27 and 29 can 
be found at the same locations in the application indicated above. 

Claims 1, 5-30, 32 and 35-38 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being 
allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent Publication No. 2002/0125819 ("Mishima"). The 
Examiner argued that the emissive layer of the present application has the same 
components of the emissive layer of the Mishima reference and that the way in which 
the emissive layer is manufactured does not make the emissive layer of the present 
application different from that of Mishima reference. Applicants respectfully disagree 
with the Examiner's statements. Nevertheless, to secure allowance of the application, 
Applicants have amended Claim 1 to read in part that the fluorescent emission is higher 
in photon energy than the phosphorescent emission, and that the emissive layer has a 
combined emission with CIE coordinates of pure white light. Applicants reserve their 
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right to pursue claims of a scope as originally claimed. 

Mishima does not teach or suggest that the fluorescent emission provided by a 
conjugated semiconducting polymer is higher in photon energy than the 
phosphorescent emission provided by a phosphorescent emitter. Nor does Mishima 
teach or suggest an emissive layer having a combined emission with CIE coordinates of 
pure white light. Indeed, this application provides a method that makes it possible to 
adjust the concentrations of a conjugated semiconducting polymer and phosphorescent 
emitter in solution processing to obtain an emissive layer that has improved device 
performance. Mishima does not teach or suggest tuning luminescence to provide a 
condition that the fluorescent emission is higher in photon energy than the 
phosphorescent emission. 

Because Mishima does not teach each and every limitation as called for by 
instant Claim 1 , Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the rejections of 
Claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) over Mishima. For at least the same reasons as for 
Claim 1 , Applicants request reconsideration of the rejections of Claims 13, 27 and 29 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) over Mishima. 

Claims 5-12, 14-26, 28, 30, 32, and 35-38 depend on independent Claims 1, 13, 
27, and 29, respectively, and recite additional limitations. Claims 5-12, 14-26, 28, 30, 
32, and 35-38 are therefore allowable for at least the same reasons as for Claims 1,13, 
27, and 29, and for reasons of the additional limitations recited therein. 

Applicants submit that the instant application is now in condition for allowance. 
An early indication of the same is therefore respectfully requested. If any matters can 
be resolved by telephone, the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney at the 
telephone number listed below. No fees beyond those being submitted concurrently 
herewith are believed due. However, 'the commissioner is authorized to charge any 
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additional required fees, or credit any overpayment, to Foley & Lardner LLP Deposit 
Account No. 19-0741. 



Date: 3/, 2^7 

FOLEY & LARDNER LLP 
Customer Number: 38706 
Telephone: (650)251-1149 
Facsimile: (650)856-3710 



Respectfully submitted, 



Tianjun Hou 
Attorney for Applicant 
Registration No. 51 , 821 
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